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“HARRY ALEXANDER 
hasn’t got a prayer,” a young 
black lawyer was saying a 
few diys ago. “You know 
Who’s on the commission 
that will hearing his case? 
a black undertaker, a black 
real estate man and three: 
White lawyers; all three of 
them eld.” . * 

The reference Was to the 
charges of injudicious con- 
duct facing Superior Court 
Judge Harry T. Alexander, 
charges that appear to stein 
primarily from : the fact that 



Alexander has dared raise 
his voice to policemen, pros- 
ecutors and court empty* 
ees. ' ' 

As harsh as it sounds, the 
lawyer’s characterization of 
the Commission on Judicial 
Disabilities and Tenure is 
pretty accurate, >■# . 

Its lay members are Nan- 
man Jarvis . of Jarvis Fu- 
neral Home, and Wiilty* 
Harps, a real estate ap- , 
praiSer, both of them black : 1 
The other' members, 111 
white, are- U:S. District 
Court Judge George L. 

66; John Wilson, 70, .mid-: 
Newell Ellison, 77, all distin- 
guished lawyers. ; 

Brit the young lawyer’s 
conclusion that Alexander 



“hasn’t got a prayer” before 
such a commission presup- 



poses some things that 
aren't necessarily true. , 

To begin with, it presup- 
poses that the issue is essen- 
tially racial. It is true that 
most of the defendants on - 
Whose behalf .Aipxender has 
vented his judicial rage are, 
like himself, bjack. It is also 
tele that most of the police- 
men and prosecutors who 
see Alexander as a threat to 
the whole judicial system 
are white. 

But that -doesn’t make , it 
racial. - s 



THE UNDERLYING 
theihe behind nearly every- 
one of Alexander’s outbursts 
has been an awareness that 
a defendant, who has a 
chunk of his life at stake, 
has more' need for protec- 
tion than-a ptodeeutor 
may be' worried p«aarily * 
about loaiag face. »**:•«' 
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that in am effort to balance 
the scales but as inflexible 
supporters of a system that 
is already powerful enough 
to have its way even when it 
is wrong. 

It is fair to wonder why 
some of these other judges 
aren’t before the Copimis- 
sion on Judicial Disabilities 
and Tenure, but it isn’t fair 
to characterize the comtnis- 
Sion’s first case— Alexan- 
der’s— as essentially racial. 

The question is not so 
much whether the five mem- 



bers of the Commission will 
vote along racial lines. They 
•re too proud of the records 
and reputations to fall into 
that trap. . , 

..The real question is 
whether they will behave as 
members of the establish- 
ment (which they are) and 
support the system ip its 
Chastisement of a maverick; 
z or whether they will behave 
as men who are capable of 
seeing „ things in broader 
perspective (which they also 
are) and permit Alexander 
to go oh doing his useful 
/mack.... C.' 

, 'Pie question would be a 
good deal easier if members 
of the commission could sat- 
isfy both these instincts— 
is, if they could give Al- 
<«HMjder a stiff rap on the 
knuckles and then let him 
cqattnue his work. , 

Bpt a* I read the statute 
thM established the commis- 
sion,- that may not be possi- 
hie, What the statute ap- 
pears to say is that the com- 
mlsalen may acquit a judge 
of charges brought against 
him, or it may remove him 



Contrast that attitude 
with that of some of Alexan- 
der’s fellow judges: the 
' ones, for instance, who ad- 
minister courtroom spelling 
tests, or who deliver gratui- 
tous and irrelevant lectures, 
or who routinely double 
fines for any motorist bra- 
zen enough to contest a 
traffic ticket. , 

Their ucttons paint them 
mxt'Ks unh U Sn w , jgtev 




#om the bench. 

■And if those really are the 
alternatives, it’s hard to see 
how the commission could 
do other than acquit * , , ~ ' 

Maybe it was a mistake to 
write such limited choices 
into the law In the -first-; 
place. Or it may be that fit* 
framers of the statute wrote 
it that way deliberately in 
order to attild the friv 
eart ef thing that ha*’ 











